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Edinburgh on December 17, 1875, defended the purchase
of the shares, and recognized the fact that important
transactions concerning the canal came properly under
the cognizance of the powers, in the remarkable words,
" We have told Europe what we want, and why we want
, it, and Europe is in the habit of believing what we say."
In 1877 came our negotiations with Russia to secure that
the freedom of passage through the canal should not be
interrupted by warlike operations. Had the canal been
in law either an arm of the sea, or an inland water-way,
we should have had no right to interfere in the matter.
But as it possessed, to a perceptible though undefined
extent, an international character, all that can be said of
us is that we took advantage of the multiplicity of its
attributes to insist upon those among them which favoured
our purpose for the moment. In 1882 we sent an expe-
dition to Egypt, and based our right to do so on the
ground that neither England, nor the other powers, could
tolerate a condition of disorder there which might en-
danger the safety of the canal. Throughout the trans-
actions connected with this enterprise, Mr Gladstone, the
then Prime Minister, was most careful to acknowledge
the right of all the powers to a voice in the matter, and
on no occasion was he more explicit than when, in nis
speech of July 23, 1883, making public the withdrawal of
the scheme for a new canal, he said, " I wish to announce
that we cannot undertake to do any act inconsistent with
the acknowledgment, indubitable and sacred in our eyes,
that the canal has been made for the benefit of all nations
at large, and that the rights connected with it are matters
of common European interest" Since these words were
spoken they have been acted upon to the full. The
present year (1885) has witnessed negotiations for deter-